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Confidential. 


gh January ,1951 


Lord Latymer, accompanied by Sir Orme 
Sargent, called on me on the 4th January to say 
Droft. Merion to that the Ottoman Bank were rather worried by a 
pressing request which had been made to them by 
ANKARA, the Turkish Government to contribute the sum of 
500,000 Turkish pounds towards a fund instituted 
for the relief of the refugees from Bulgaria. 
arently) $67 two Turkish nationalised banks 
were making similar contributions. 
plained that the bank's 
7 had strongly recommended] 
from: he anh hould comply with the Turkish 


lir (Cheetham request. Garelli evidently thought that non- 
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compliance might adversely affect the Turkish 
Assenbly's ratification of the bank's new 
concession. The London Directors, however, 
were not willing to offer at present more than 
100,000 Turkish pounds and Garelli had been 
instructed in this sense, He had also been 
might 
informed that the bank weeded be favourably 


disposed to increasir their subscription after 


the ratification of the new concession, 
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JED} My visitors then asked whether the Turks 
have asked for aid from any United Nations agency 
and whether such a request, if made,would be 
likely to achieve success. After consulting 
Economic Relations Department we were obliged to 
tell them that the auswer to both questions was 


"No" The main meason was that these refugees, 


“encetrey nonin tr tenia cil beeen” Mah 
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for United Nations relief,just as the millions of 
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FOREIGN OFFICE, S.Wele 


(RK 1821/1) 8th January, 1951. 


CONFIDENTIAL 


Near K yree 

~ 4 r 

Lord Latymer, accompanied by Sir Orme Sargent, called on 

me on the 4th January to say that the Ottoman Bank were rather 
worried by a pressing request which had been made to them by 
the Turkish Government to contribute the sum of 500,000 
Turkish pounds towards a fund instituted for the relief of the 
refugees from Bulgaria. Apparently two Turkish nationalised 
banks were making similar contributions. 


2. Lord Latymer explained that the bank's chief 

representative in Turkey had strongly recommended that the bank 
should comply with the Turkish request. Garelli evidently 
thought that non-compliance might adversely affect the Turkish 
Assembly's ratification of the bank's new concession. The 
London Directors, however, were not willing to offer at present 
more than 100,000 Turkish pounds and Garelli had been instructed 
in this sense. He had also been informed that the bank might 

be favourably disposed to increasing their subscription after 
the ratification of the new concession. 


3e My visitors then asked whether the Turks have asked for 
aid from any United Nations agency and whether such a request, 
if made, would be likely to achieve success. After consulting 
Economic Relations Department we were obliged to tell them that 
the answer to both questions was "No". The main reason was 
that these refugees, as Turkish nationals would not be eligible 
for United Nations relief, just as the millions of refugees 
from Eastern Germany were the sole responsibility of the 
yestern German Government. We should, however, be grateful for 
your advice as to whether an approach from the Turkish 
Government to Economie Co-operation Administration might result 
in the inauguration of a works programme which would give 
employment to a substantial number of the refugees. 


ue Lord Latymer undertook to keep us informed of any further 
developments and particularly if the Turkish Government reacted 
unfavourably to the offer of 100,000 Turkish pounds. Meanwhile 
could you let me know if requests for subscriptions have been 
made to any other foreign concerns and, if so, whether you 
think that the Turkish Government are showing any tendency to 
embark on a policy of soaking the foreigner? 


15s 


He Me. Eyres, Esqe,y C.MeGey 
Ankara. 
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FOREIGN OFFICE, S.W.1. 


16th January, 1961. 
RKis2y i 


Dear Chancery, 


I do not know whether this I.R.O. Press 
Release has come your way; but if not you may 
like to see it. 


We were recently asked by the Ottoman Bank 
if we would consider suggesting to the Turkish 
Government that they should seek assistance from 
the I.R.O. in dealing with these refugees. The 
Bank itself has, most reluctantly so far as its 
British Board is concerned, been compelled to 
make a donation of 500,000 Turkish pounds for the 
relief of the refugees. The two Directors who 
came here had no information as to whether other 
foreign firms were being asked to contribute. 


Yours ever, 


(I. D. Scott) 


The Chancery, 
British Embassy, 
Ankara. 
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No.13.— f \ BRITISH EMBASSY 


My 1055/72/51 y) ANKARA 


i IDENT IAL 


9th Janusry 1951. 


| K's] | 
Sir, eee Lea : 4 : 


= kK ges e 

With reference to\lir. Mason's letter ‘ 8 
Talbot de Malahide No. 55/77/50 of 5th December 
1950, and to my despatch No.338 the 18th December 


1950, I have the honow to inform you that on the 4th 
denusry the Turkish Foreign Minister, in answer to 

an opposition deputy's question, msde ea statement to 
the Assembly about the agreement on Turkish emigrents 
from Bulgerie which led to the re-opening of the 
frontier between the two countries on the 2nd December 
1950. 


Ze After recapitulating briefly the recent history 
of the Turkish minority in Bulgaria, M. Képri{ltt seid 
thet the agreement in question was not s rormel one, 
but a "gentlemen's agreement". The Bulgarian Vice- 
Minister for Foreign Affairs had merely informed the 
Turkish Chargé d'Affaires thet the Turkish conditions 
were acceptable to the Bulgarien Government. This, 
M. Képriilti argued, was as good as a formal signature, 
end the Turkish Government hoped the Bulgers would 
keep their word. 


3. M. Képriilth denied that the agreemant had eommitted 
the Turkish Government to receive a given number of 
immigrsnts. He added that 18,847 of them hed arrived 
in Turkey between the re-opening of the frontier on 

the 2nd December and the end of the year. 


4. Questioned about the sale of the immigrants' 
property and the transfer of the proceeds to Turkey, 

M. Képriilt) put the blame for the absence of a proper 
agreement on this subject on the opposition of suecessive 
Bulgsrien Governments and the negligence of previous 
Turkish Governments. In all their recent notes the 
Turkish Government had asked the Bulgers to negotiate 
Such an agreement and the Bulgarian Vice-Minister for 
Foreign Affairs had informed the Turkish Chargé d'Affaires 
that his Government hed begun "technical preperstions" 
for the negotiations. 


5. On the receipt of a copy of Mr. Mason's letter 
under reference, as member of my staff asked an official 
of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs for particulars of 
the agreement. He was told that the Turkish Government 
hed in fact undertaken to receive up to 800 emigrents a 
day out of those who hed been given Turkish visas and 
then held up in Bulgaris whilst the frontier was closed. 
When e11 these hed entered Turkey, traffic would return 
to normel, the Turkish Government controlling the flow 
of emigrants by the rate of issue of visas. I am inclined 
to think that this account of the metter is the right 
one, since the Turkish press has severel times recently 
published the figures of the previous day's arrivals 

at Adrianople, and the number has generally been around 
800, 


I have the honour to be, 
with the highest respect, 
Sir, 
Your obedient Servant, 
The Right Honourable 
Ernest Bevin, M.P., 
ete. ete. etc., 
Foreign Office, S.W.1. 
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1035/1/5/51 PRESS OFFICE 
UNCLASS IFIED BRITISH EMBASSY 


@ ANKARA. 


12th January 1951 


WITH THE COMLPIMENTS 
OF THE 
PRESS ATTACHE 


Southern Department, 
Foreign Office, 
London S.W.1. 


RECEIVED IN CB. 
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1025/1/5/51 
6 UNCLASSIFIED BRITISH EMBASSY 
ANKARA 


12zth Januery 1951 


Dear Department, 
My letter 1085/1/51 of the 8th Jenuery. 


Here are two more extracts from the Turkish 
press about refugees from Bulgaria :- 


Ulus of 8th Jenmusry 1951. 


"“Yesterdey 847 more refugees arrived from 
Bulgerie. Thus the number of refugees who have 
errived in Turkey from lst Januery up to 2 p.m 
7th Januery hes veeched 55,145. 


The refugees who arrived yesterday seid thet 
ea few hundred people sre atill waiting in Svilengrad, 
but meny mere refugees and among them sbout 250 
families from Shumnu are sbout to leave their homes 
in Bulgerisa to crosa the border. The rofugees stated 
on arrivel thet 5s certain number smong them were 
errested when they errived st Svilengrsd under the 
pretext thet they hed not settled their debts to the 
State ond were sent to prison. None of the refugees 
was eble to sell his belongings in tine. Most of 
the refugees consist of intellectuals, school teachers, 
University greduetes end businesemen. A professor of 
history seid thet when he wes sbout to leave Shumnu, 
a Turkish officer with shoulderstraps torn away end 6 
Turkish civilians, sll hendcuffed, were brought to 
Shumnu under Bulgerian militery escort end taken to the 
locel prison. It is believed thet the officer was 
Lieutenent Mustefe gengér who some time sgo was srrested 
by the Bulgsriens on Bulgerien soil. Another Turkish 
officer who went mad as a result of ill-treatment on 
the pert of the Bulgariens is under militery surveillance 
at Shumnu." 


Son Haber (published in Ankere) of 8th Jonusry. 


"There is emonz the new batch of Turkish refugees 
who errived yesterdsey from Bulgaria ea sergeent who was 
recently relessed from the Bulgarien Armed Forces. He 
said that most of the senior Soviet officers stetioned 
at the Bulgerien frontiers hed been chsnged lately end 
thet new Soviet units in large numbers were erriving 
in Bulgarie and were moving towards the Yugoslev snd 
the Turkish borders." 


I em coypying this letter to Douthern Depsrtment. 


Yours ever, 


Gg) S.A Gren 


Information Research Depertment, 
Foreign Office, 
London S.W.1. 
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WITH DUNKIRK ND PEARL § 3 
unists observed three years ogo thot ite balsnce of 

Eo beg en. fe carry out their plons for world domination 
by mesns a8 r had now been chonged into s hot wer by 
events in Kore 5 ing peanut hod shown the ic world thot it 
wos ill-prepored to resist the ressive Dims of the Communists. This reoliss tion 
wos whipping the cratic world into oction ond in this respect the Koresn wor wes 
hoving the some effect 9s Dunk Kirk snd Pesrl Harbour. One of the effects of the 
Korean war was the lorg ericon budget recently announced by Trumen and future 
historiens might consider thot the Korean issue and this new American budget were 
two factors in preventing the outbreok of 9 third world yor. (@nkera 11.30, 
16.1.51 - FSIS) 
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fs jad stated thet mi Toy) and economic 


= = aS, 
=16 =| R K sy) a 


On 15th January the National asscmbly approved a ft law proposing to 
exempt from income tax all donations for the Turkish sid to Enigrents and Refugees 
association.  (ankara 17.00, 15.1.51) 


Yugoslav-Greek agreement _on Simplon Express 


BULGARIA TO Bu ED It was learned from Salonika, according to the 
anatolig agency, that the negotiations for the restoration of communications between 
G@rcece and Yugoslavia had now been practically conclud The eastern section of 
the Simplon Express, which at present passed through Bu ria aftcr Icaving Nis, 
would now travel to Istanbul via Skapljc, Salonika and Deleagac, without to! ching 
Bulgaria, (ankara 17.00, 17.1.51) 
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BRITISH EMBASSY, 
ANGORA. 


January 22nd,1951. 


With the Compliments 
of 


ri His Majesty’s Ambassador. 
K fo ? 


/s- 
(Ref. Sir N.Charles' letter 10233/ 
13/51 of Jan.18th, 1951, to 
Commander Stephen King-Hall) 


Southem Department, 
Foreign Office, 
London, S.W.1- 


British Embassy, 
Ankara, 


January 22nd, 1951. 


Dear Stephen, 


You will by aow have got my letter of the 
18th January regarding the proposal to raise a sub- 
scription for the resettlement of the Turkish 
refugees from Bulgaria, 


Fs Serre af Oe 
I now enclose a note on recent events 
which you can use in any way you wish except that 
my name, or this Embassy, should naturally not 
be mentioned, 
With best wishes, 
Yours ever, 


(SD. ) NOEL CHARLES. 


P.S. I am sending a copy of this note to 
Desmond Morton. 


Commander Stephen-King-Hali, 
804, -Hood, 
Dolphin Square, 
London, S.W.16 


In 1925 a Treaty of Friendship between Bulgaria 
and Turkey was signed et Ankara. To this Treaty vas 
annexed a "Settlement Convention", by Article 2 of which 
the two Governments bound themselves to place no hindrance 
in the way of the voluntary emigration of Turks from Bule 
garia and of Bulgarians from Turkey. Emigrants were to 
have the right to take their movable property and cattle 
with trem and to sell their immovable property; and the 
two Governments undertook to come to an understanding on 
the method of transferring the proceeds of the sale, 


Between 1925 sand the entry of Bulgaria into 
the Second World War there was a steady flow of emigrants 
from the Turkish minority in bulgaria; but afterthe end 
of the war the movement ceased almost entirely, and it 
seemed thet the Bulgarian Goverment were discouraging 
the emigration of Lurks. 


Suddenly, on the 10th August 1950, the Bulgarian 
Government delivered a Note in which they accused the furk= 
ish Government of violating the 1925 Convention and demanded 
that the furkish authorities should receive within three 
months 250,000 menibers of the Turkish minority in Bulgaria 
who were alleged to wish to emigrate to Turkey. It was 
clear from the timing and tone of this Note that the in- 
tention of the Bulgarian Goverment was to embarass the 
Turkish Government by facing them with a very difficult 
problem of resettlement, and perhaps also to rid themselves 
of a minority which has stubbornly resisted Communist 
indoctrination. 


In the exchanges of Notes whieh followed, the 
Turkish Goverment hadlittle diffialty in refuting the Bul- 
garian ecousations, and they repeated their willingness to 
receive Turkish emigrants at the highest practicable rate. 
But in the interests of Turkey's security and of the re- 
fugees themselves, they reserved the right to control the 
flow of emigration by the normal method of issuing visas; 
and in September 1950 alone Turkish Consulates in Bul,aria 
issued some 38,000 visas to would-be emigrants. 


Barly in October 1950 the Turkish Government 
Observed that the Bulgarian authorities were sending across 
the frontier a number of emigrants (includins several groups 
of gypsies) without visas. They therefore closed the fron- 
tier for security reasons, and only reopened it again early 
in December, when the Bulgarian authorities agreed to send 
into Turkey only those emigrants who had visas, and to 
take back into Bulgaria all non-Turks mio hed previously 
crossed without visas. Since the reopening of the frontier 
nearly S00 emigrants have been arriving in Turkey every day. 


Avout 60,000 members of the Turkish minority in 
Bulgaria have ewigrated to Turkey since the Bulgarian note 
of last August, and many thousands more are expected during 
the next few months. They arrive in Turkey utterly 
destitute, for the Bulsarian Government have not so far 
replied to the Turkish request that they should negotiate 
the agreement, contemplated in the 1925 Convention, for the 


transferees 


transfer of the proceeds of the sale of the emigrants’ 
immovable property. 

Thus the whole burden of relief and resettlement 
falls on the Turkish Government and people, who are already 


eaddled with the heavy defence expenditure which their 
determination to resist Soviet expansion entails. small 


groups of the refugees are being sent to towns and villages 
ali over Turkey, where they are welcomed by the local ine 
habitants and where they will eventually be, resettled. 
"hroughout Turkey funds are being collectedfor the Society 
to Assist the Immigrants from Bul,aria. 
to collect TL.20,000,000 in Turkey and hopes that 
allies will be able to raise funds abroad. 
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1085/1/11/51 (G2 BRITISH EMBASSY 
CONFIDENT LAL ( ANKARA 


g2nd Januery 1951 


fe 


D\K\9 
1 I; | VVISATL 
Wy a“ Chasiham , 


Thank you for your letter No. RK 1821/1 of 
the 8th Januery about the Ottomen Benk's contribution 
to a fund for the relief of Turkish refugees from 
Bulgaria. 


Re A Centrel Committee, of which the heads of the 
principal Benks, including Garelli, are members, 
and whose target is said to be T.L. 20 million, has 
been set up in Ankera to collect funds for this 
purpose. For Istanbul 6 committee has been formed 
at the Turkish Chamber of Commerce. They say that 
the Ig Bank is expected to give T.L. 100,000 ana 
the lesser benks T.L. 20,000 each; snd I understand 
thet Ankere Redio announced some time ago thet the 
Central snd Ottoman Banks were expected to pay 

T.L. 500,000 eech and the Ziraat Bank (which is 
financed by the Government) T.L. 1,000,000. Apert 
from this announcement no pressure seems to have been 
put on the Cttomen Bank; and apart from the Banks 
nobody seems to have been called upon to pay a 
specified sum. 


3. After reading your paragraph 2, we were surprised 
to learn thet Gerelli hed presented ea cheque for 

T.L. 500,000 to the Cheirman of the Committee. The 
Commercial Counsellor hes since learned from Garelli 
thet the Directors changed their minds almost imme 
diately efter Lord Latymer's visit to you. One 
Turkish newspeper, in welcoming Garelli's gift, reported 
him 8s saying thet this was a modest gift and thet 

the London and Peris offices of the Ottoman Bank were 
also trying to help! Wheat Mr. Gerelli actually said 
in presenting the cheque was that the Bank realised 
thet in comparison with Turkey's needs the sum wes a 
modest one. But he did not teit to hint thet it was 
a magnificent gesture for the Ottoman Bank to make 

and he seems to have been gratified by its reception. 
His mention of the London and Paris offices merely 
meant that they might be able to help with eny 
collections (e.g. of clothing, medicines, ete.) that 
might be orgenised in the two countries. 


4. Other foreign firms in Istanbul heve given far 
more modest sums, Phillips gave T.L. 10,000 gna 

the Shell Company T.L. 1,250: Messrs. Gisleved, a 
Turkish firm owned largely by Jews with a capital 
estimated at over T.L. 500,000, gave T.L. 1,000. 

The Committee do not appear to have made any unfevourable 
comment as yet on these subscriptions, but Gerelli 
thinks, end I em inclined to agree with him, thet 

this is an occasion on which a gesture is called for 
and thet the Sheal subscription, for instance, is far 
too low. The Phillips subscription seems about 
right. The Turks are of course always happy to soak 
the foreigner, snd they may well try to do so to buila 
up this fund; but apart from the radio announcement 
about the banks, to which I referred in paragraph 2 
above, there hes been no evidence of undue pressure 

or discrimination so far. 


N.d.A. Cheetham, Esq., Ve) 
Southern Department, 
Foreign Office, S.W.1. 


5. The Turkish Government heve asked the 4.C.A. 
for f 30 millions to assist in the re-establishment 
of the refugees. As far as we cen gether at present 
they sre likely to get $ 10 millions, snd there hes 
been a press report of a statement by the Turkish 
Minister of State for Marshell Aid affairs, who is 

in Peris, thet T.L. 30 million will be forthcoming 
from counterpert funds. A three-man mission 

from the International Refugee Orgenisation, which 
ceme here st the Turks' invitetion, is at present 
studying the problems of relief and resettlement. 

The Turkish Government doubtless expect that this 
mission will be sble to extract funds from some United 
Netions agency. The British member of the mission 
told se member of the staff that the I.R.O. itself 
could not meke any contribution as its Constitution 
would not permit it. 
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No. 31 gs \ BRITISH EMBASSY 
1035/1/17/51 Ree ANKARA 
CONFIDENT LAL \ j 


——- 29th Jenuary 1951. 


RK \s21}7 eNO: 
Sir, ‘ (Of 3 Qe. 
With reference to paragraph 6 of my telegrem 
No.1 Ssving, I have the honour to inform you that 
the mission of the International Refugee Organisation, 
which arrived in Turkey on the 4th January to study 
the problems of the reception and resettlement of the 
Turkish emigrants from Bulgaria, completed its report 
on the 22nd Jenuary and left Ankara two days leter. 
The mission was headed by Mr. Myer Cohen, the American 
Assistant Director-General of the I.R.O. end the other 
two members were Dr. R.L. Coigny (French) end Brigadier 
M.S. Lush (British). During their stey in Turkey 
the members of the mission visited reception end transit 
centres end temporary settlement ereas at Adrianople, 
Tekirdag, Istanbul, Bursa, Izmir and Kirgehir. 


Be The mission's report, vhich has been seen by the 
Turkish Government and which will be submitted to the 
Director-General of the I.R.0O., was shown to members 
of my steff in confidence. After estimating the 
Moslem minority in Bulgaria at about 800,000, of whom 
600,000 are of Turkish origin, the report refers to 
the Comvention annexed to the 1925 Treaty of Friendship 
between Turkey and Bulgaria and observes that between 
12,000 and 15,000 persons emigrated to Turkey every 
year up to the outbreak of the war, thet by the end 
of the war the numbers were insignificant but that in 
1948-9 they again increased owing to conditions in 
Bulgaria. Between the lst January 1950 and the 7th 
October 1950 (when the Turkish Government closed the 
frontier) 30,778 emigrants arrived in Turkey. All 
these were required to produce evidence that they 

hed relatives in Turkey who were willing to support 
them, but after the reopening of the frontier on the 
end December 1950, the Turks dropped this requirement. 
Between that date and the 10th January 1951, 25,000 
emigrants arrived end @ further 58,000 had already 
been given visas and were waiting their turn to leave 
Bulgerie. At the present rate all these will have 
arrived in Turkey by the end of Merch 1951: meanwhile 
no further visas are being issued. By the spring of 
1952 the Turkish Government intend to take the whole 
250,000 persons mentioned in the Bulgarian note of the 
10th August 1950. 


3. The mission found the present reception arrangements 
generally satisfactory. After three or four days in 
Adrianople, where they pass through the customs, 
sanitary and security controls, the immigrants are sent 
to transit centres at TekirdafZ or Istanbul, where they 
spend two or three days before travelling by rail or 

sea to the provinces which have been designated to 
receive then. Forty eight provinces, mostly in Central 
and Western Anatolia, are receiving immigrants at 
present. These provinces were chosen because they 
offered the best opportunities, not for employment, 

but for the temporary maintenance of the immigrants; 

and they are not necessarily the provinces in which the 
immigrants will finally be settled. The mission were 
most impressed by the hospitality shown by the villagers 


The Right Honourable /-+.to the immigrants, 


Ernest Bevin, ii.P., 
etc. etc. etc., 
Foreign Office, 
London S.W.1. 


to the immigrents, nearly all of whom depend on relatives 
or on local charity, sometimes supplemented by allocations 
from the central fund for the assistance of immigrants. 
Few of them find work, for there is little demand for 
easuel labour st this seeson. 


4. The immigrants themselves are described as healthy, 
intelligent and hard-working; end I understand that the 

mission considered them superior to the peasants of Anatolia. 
Highty-nine per cent sre peasants, and there is a high 
proportion of children. Most of those whom the mission 
questioned said they were leseving Bulgaria because of difficult 
economic conditions. They arrive in Turkey well-clothed, 

end bring with them their personel furniture and small tools, 
but no stores, agricultursel implements or money. 


5. Apart from 6 few suggestions on the improvement of 
feeding arrangements and accommodation, the mission's only 
recommendation for the present was that the Ministry of Labour 
should make a more careful study of the "economic value" 
(especially the secondary skills) of each family whilst the 
immigrants are in Adrienople. A systematic use of occupational 
dats would help in deciding to which province immigrants should 
be sent and might thus avoid the possibility of a second move 
later on. 


6. The mein recommendations of the mission deal with the 
future. They point out that ‘temporary maintenance’ should 
not 18st too long, for@en Turkish hospitality will wear thin 
in time; in féct immigrants who have been here for some months 
without work are finding that their relatives are becoming 
unwilling to support them any longer. The immigrants ere 
sturdy peasants, and if they were settled on land they could 

be an asset, not a burden, to the community. The mission 
consider that even in the 48 provinces in which immigrants are 
now being received there should be enough Government land on 
which to settle them. Unfortunately there is no proper record 
of the state domain in Turkey, but the mission think that after 
an intensive investigetion of title, enough land might be 
provided to settle within the next two or threes months all those 
immigrants who are due to arrive by the end of March. I 
eannot help feeling thet in this recommendstion the mission 
heve over-simplified the problem of defining land-title. 


Te. For the final resettlement of the immigrants the 
Government have in mind the Hestern provinces of Mug, Bitlis, 
Bingol and Van. Here land development projects, such as 
roads snd small irrigstion works, will be required. The 


mission, who were not able to visit Eastern Turkey, confined 
themselves to recommending thet development should be centred 
round existing villages, that in the spring end summer months 
immigrants should be sent directly to these areas, and that 
they should be given essentisl building materials and food 

to last until the 1952 harvest, so that they could work on 
the development projects in the meantime. The mission 
recommended that a special egency, With the necessary authority 
and funds, should be created to implement this programme. 
They added that technicel experts, Possibly foreign, would 

be necessary to help in the selection of immigrants and to 
desl with the social problems that would arise. There is 
one important social problem which the mission, perhaps 


/--intentionally 


intentionally, omitted to mention in their report: if the 
Government are to give immigrants title to state domain in 
areas where many of the autochthonous pessants are landless, 
they will in effect be making the immigrants a privileged 
class. This situation will need very careful handling. 


8. Beyond observing thet the 1950 budget appropriation 
of T.L. 1,695,000 r reception end trensit would heave to 
be increesed this year, the mi on did not deal with 
finance, which is apparently outside the scope of the I.R.0. 
The Turkish Government hed probably hoped that the mission 
would either meke an offer of funds from the I.R.O. itself, 
or suggest other ways in which financial help from abrosd 
might be obtained. I leern that the President of the 
Republic was extremely disappointed by the failure of the 
mission's report to desl with finance, end as a result 
refused to allow the communiqué, which was to have been 
published on the deperture of the mission from Turkey, to 
be released. The mission firmly refused to alter their 
report, but to give s isfaction to the President, agreed 
Di ( al of I.R.O. that he might 
6 sugges finance when forwarding the 
icielly to the Turkish Government. 


It is not yet possible to gé @ clear idea of how 
the Turkish Government are proposing to finance a maintenance 
and resettlement program The appropriations for the 
care and settlement of immigrants cannot be picked out of the 
totel estimate for the Land Settlement office in the 1951-2 
dreft budget; but such gures as are available suggest that 
the appropriation for reception and trensit is almost double 
lest year's. The Society to Assist the Refugees aims to 
collect T.L. 20,000,000 in voluntary contributions inside 
Turkey; and on the 25th denusry the Central Committee had 
received T.L. 2,171,402 in money end 600,000 square metres 
of land in Istanbul and 50,900 square metres in Kastamonu. 
In addition to this, T.L. 975,447 had been subscribed to 
the provincial committees. It is probable however thet 
most of these funds will be used for "temporary maintenence". 


10. The problem of financing resettlement still remains 
therefore; and if the Government attempt to settle the 

whole 250,000 immigrants in the way proposed by the mission, 
the cost will be high. A member of the mission, in 
conversation With members of my staff, spoke tentatively 

of T.L. 100 millions; but the Turkish authorities are believed 
to have estimeted the cost at more than double that figure. 

It now seems clear that the Economic Cooperation Administration 
will release T.L. 30 millions of counterpart funds this year; 
and the Turks, who regard this migration as a move in the 

cold war, expect further substantial help from abroad as of 
right. But the bulk of funds reguired will probsbly have 

to come from within Turkey, and these can only be provided 

by increased taxation on industry and commerce or by a 


capital levy. 
ll. I am sending copies of this despatch to His Mejesty's 
Minister in Sofia and the Head of the British Middle Hast 
Office. 
I have the honour to be, 
with the highest. respect, 
Sir, 
Your obedient ays 
af Va lp 

MA/| harke 
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Southern Department. 


The Turkish Ambassador called to see me at the House of 
Commons. He began by saying that he did not wish me to 
consider his remarks as an official aémarché and then went 
on to ask that H.M. Government should give support to the 
Turks in any international organisation where the question 
of the Turkish refugees from Bulgaria might come up. He 
described the situation of these refugees and told me that 
there are already 100,000 of them in Turkey, and probably 


another 100,000 to come. I told him that I knew of this 


situation and that we had great sympathy with the reflgees, 


and with the Turkish Government. I asked him to what 
international organisations -he was referring, but he was 
extremely vague and could only suggest that the International 
Refugee Organisation would be one of them. I told him 

that our recent experience of trying to raise money for 
purposes of this kind had not been very encouraging. 

He then went on to say that independently of anything 
which might be done in an international organisation, he 
wondered whether there would be any possibility of H.M. 
Government making any individual gesture. I said that I 
thought we would probably find it difficult to justify 
contributing to international relief of this kind unless it 
was part of a genuine international effort in which other 
countries were playing their part. In replying to a 
question from me, he said he did not know of any 


contributions being received at present from outside Turkey. 


PE. sda 


I told him that I was not hopeful of our doing anything, 


but that I would discuss the matter, and he again 


emphasised that it was not an official representation 


from the Turkish Government. 


Myr 


ist February, 195 


Copies to:- 


Secretary of State 

Sir William Strang 

Sir Andrew Noble 

Sir John Troutbeck 

Mr. E. Davies 

Information Policy Department 


3 FOREIGN OFFICE, S.W.1. 


(RK 1821/8) iy Nias 42th February, 1951. 


CONFIDENTIAL 


Cm Wor On Deemoder,) 


With reference to your despatch No. 31 (1035/1/17/51 
of the 29th January) about the resettlement of the Turkish 
immigrants from Bulgaria, I am writing to let you know 
that the Turkish Ambassador raised with the Minister of 
State on the ist February, in a purely personal manner, 
the possibility of H.M.G. giving support to the Turks in 
any international organisation where this question might 
come up. The Ambassador was extremely vague about what 
these international organisations might be and he was told 
that our recent experience of trying to raise money for 
purposes of this kind had not been very encouraging. 


2. M. Acikalin then went on to say that, quite apart from 
anything which might be done in an international organisation, 
he wondered whether there would be any possibility of H.M.G. 
making an individual gesture. Mr. Younger replied that he 
thought we should probably find it difficult to justify 
contributing to international relief of this kind unless it 
were part of a genuine international effort in which other 
countries were playing their part. The Ambassador said 

he did not know of any contributions being received at 
present from outside Turkey and he repeated that he was not 
making an official representation from the Turkish Government. 


3. Our feeling is that the Turks should be encouraged to 
look to E.C.A. rather than to I.R.O. or any United Nations 
body for assistance in absorbing these immigrants, since 

our experience with United Nations appeals for assistance, 
and especially for financial assistance, in dealing with 
refugees has shown that very little response is forthcoming, 
and that usually the United Kingdom and the United States 
are left more or less alone. I suggest therefore that you 
might take this line if the Turks raise the matter with you. 


Cres ade 
Tolbot le 


Sabie) 


His Excellency 
Sir Noel Charles, Bart, K.C.M.G., M.C., 
etc., etce, etce, 
Ankara. 
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\ 


Sir N. Charles RK gi fh 
No. 51 D: 9.42 a.m. /th February, 1951, 
7th February, 1951. R: 10.26 a.m. 7th February, 1951. 


FROM ANKARA TO FOREIGN OFFICE e 


PRIORITY 
SECRET 


Following for War Office from Military Attaché 


{ Begins]. 
Addressed to Directors of Military Intelligence 
3 repeated for information to Mid Rast (via War Office). 


Telegram No. M.A/3/1,/35.: Bulgerian refugees. 


Assistant military attaché visited Istanbul last 
week for further discussions on interrogation centre. 
Arrangements are proceeding most satisfactorily in full 
s@peration with the Turks and Americans. Velusble 
results now being obtained. 


2. House has been gained at Edirne by Auericans for 
use as Anglo-American interrogation office and living 
quarters for British ond American personnel. It will also 
be necessary te give selected refugees occasional meals 
there and to accommoiate seme overnight. Kent of the 
house semi furnished Turkish liras 500 per uensem. 


3. Americans heve asked us to share the cost of rent 
end to provide one night watchman. Consider this should 
be agreed in the interests of maintaining british 
representation at dirne and of Anglo-American coeperation. 


Ae Additional expense will include 
a) share in cost of meals for refugees 


b) cost of govdwill gifts to refugees (mainly 
cigsrettes) cast ef petrol ond upkeep of car 
provided for Greenhalgh from 5.7.8, 


1 5a cocceee 


SECRET 
Ankara telegram No. 51 to Foreign Office 
26 


5 Request autherity fer expenditure up to estimated 


700 Turkish lire per mensem to be charged to Military 
Attaché imprest account. Distribution as follows 


half share ef rent ef heuse at Edirne liras 


salary ef watchman liras 180. 


xpense estimated liras 270. 
frem lst February, 1951. 


6. ( 1: eur permission te quete vow 
uf £ q 


authority enly in imprest acceunt fer security 
reasons. Will account te yeu for items in detail 


under separate cover if requi: 


00 


[This telegram is of particular secrecy and should b¢ 


retained by the authorised recipient and not passed on]. 
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FROM ANKARA TO FOREIGN OFFICE K [9A 


Sir N. Charles D. 4014 pom. 7th February, 1951. 


No, 53 
7th February, 1951. R, 4.48 pom. 7th February, 1951. 


SECRET 


Following for Mideast GSI (vie War Office) from 
M.A. Ankara. <e Fs 
Hl ¢ 
At 
[Begins]. eer 5 
5 rd 


Telegram No, MA/19/,. Edirne interrogation watee: we 


There is urgent need for vehicle to be kept in Edirne 
for use of British representatives to assist in the scheme 
[grps.undec] for interrogation, jeep would be the most 
economical and suitable vehicle in view of road conditions 
in the district. 


2. Jeep on establishment of BIS is available now in 
Istanbul for the purpose but cannot be used owing to 
instruetions in M.E.L.F. B vehicle plan,forwarded under 
L 99193/70/Q(AE) of July 29th 1950 paragraph 20 which 
restricts jeeps to 600 miles per quarter except for active 
operations. 


3. Request you obtain authority in these particularly 
important circumstances for the use of one nominated {sic] 
jeep for this purpose with estimated mileage for 1200 miles 
per quarter, 

4. It should he noted that one 15 cwt truck has already 
been supplied from BTS establishment for uss of Greenhalgh 
and representatives in Istanbul, BTS unable to spare any 


/other 


SECRET 


Ankara telegram No. 53 to Foreign Office 


- 2 - 


other vehicle except jeep until arrival of standard 
vehicles from M.E.L.F. probably May or June when 
it may be possible to replace the jeep at Edirne. 


[Inds]. 
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Russia's Weaknesees 


was Spa. to pisces some chinks in Russia's armour, 
at the only course for Russia 
to achieve her gin 1 dominsti ay 30 to war, But she was afmid cf 
on b i r lasted she would never atteck, Yalcin advised 
the Wostem Russia "g frankly" and to withdraw behind the 
1939 frontiers (ink 11.30, 29.12, 50 - FsIs). inotLer Soviet wealness, said 
Yalein in a later cle in the sane y was her vulnerability to attack fron 
all sides. (inkare 11.30, 30.12.50) 


WETS 
section of the US Sate 1a Dey a eld conference in 
Washington S eet rep Kesentatives in 1 the iddle a Lfrica anc 
that he had made an important sp co 'Vate , it a d that US 
military policy, as outlined in a recent article sc} radley, been modified, 
and that the liiddle East would not a e ars but would 
be incorporated in the sha i of Fi For this reason 
licGhee hac. invited the dle thst countries t i1were inclined to follow 
a neutral policy, to aed HS _path an 2 f the free mations ageinst 
is: d 'Vatan', that the US, 
AC 3 terial resources, should appreciate 
the strategic in fa 2} i which supplied a great part of the 
world's oil requirenents. Us much clearer, and if 
Britain could i £ 2 an area of exclusive 
nations of that region. 
endeney in the Hiddle Zast to abklish close 
the contacts of the BRoes 2 i 
+ attention. The tine, concluded 'Vz 


the establista went of a stable peace and defence organisa tion Zoe the Midele Seu 
(Ankaxa in Inglish 19.45, 31,12. 50) 


Bevyin's message Y 
1own by the es F oraea in Korea er etenaing 
Britain's sympathy for their eases) ea adeast on 28th Decerber (Ankara 20.45), 
and on the following day all +he Turkish newspapers gave it front-page proiinence 
(Ankam 11.30, 29.11.50), rab listeners, too, were infomed (inkare 16,30, 
29.12.50) that lir, Bevin had sent a telegman ay the Turkish Foreign fiinisten: paying 
high tribute to the valour of the Turkish soldiers. 


sien Unity 


In a New Year message to audiences Omer Riza Dogrul said that the 
most important event of the yoar in 1 ); d been the Democratic Party's success 
at the polls, This political change indicated the national consciousness of the 
Turkish people, and it was under the auspices of the Democratic Party that the 
religious developments of 1950 had taken place, in accordance with the wishes ci 
the Turkish people. Relicious education had been reintroduced in primry and 

secondary schools, by omter of the ifinistry of Nducation; the call to pmyer was 
ee again being recited in the langunye of the Komn; the Turkish mdio nd 
bocun to broadeast religious ceremonies, such as the anniversary of the Prop phet 's 
Birthday, and it wis also giving readings fron the Koran every Friday. Passing 
on to foreign policy, Dogrul Beee that Turkey 3 was fighting in Korea for the defence 
of peace against aggressions oples, he declared, would 
not befriend cormunism because they knew x s a dangerous disease and a 
destructive element which would destroy losien institutions; Moslems and { m>s 
should collaborate against Comrumist aggression, Turkey had visen to fight in 
tho ranks of the U! forces of democracy, and Turkey's action in fighting ccmaunisa 
was a good precedent for all lioslens to follow. (inkara in Arabic 16.30, 28,12,50) 


~— 


SAADABAD PACT; ThuQI PREMIWK'S DENIAL OF NEGOTIATIONS Peris radio 


told Arab listeners on 28th December (11.15) that, in reply to a-qtesticon put to 


ment was ccncucting nersotiations with the Turkish Government concerning 
bad Pact. 


Resettlement of Bulgarian Inmirrants 


FOREIGN ADVICE SOUGHT While prominence was given to the Government! s 
ceterminatio to de ¢yerythine it eculd with Turkish rescirces to settle the 
immigrants from Balearic, it was stated that the Government was well aware that 
the task cculd not be carri i e hic @ that it wished to 
benefit from the experience other ccuntries in simi. matters, That was why 
experts from ebroad would arrive in Turkey "in a few days" to advise om this 
questicn (ankare 11.30, 28.12.50),  dAncther broadcast said that the Government had 
invited the head of the Rehabilitation Department cf the USs, Wilson, to help 
(4nkera in Arabic 16,30, 39.12.50), and it wes also stated that the methods used 
in Israel for rehabilitation were being studied and thet the fullest advantage wes 
to be taken of the experience gained in Year East from such experiments. 
(Ankara 17.00, 30.12.50) 


3) 


CONTINUOUS FLO i IMMIGRANTS 4 review of the way in Which immigrents 
from Bulgaria were flowing inte the country stated that up t. the outbreak of the 
Second world war in 1939 an aver: of between 14,099 and 15,00) immigrants and 
refugees had arrived in Turkey every yea From 19,0 the number 2 
ecnsiderably end during the 1942-49 per: the averare ha 
year. Towards the of 1949, however, there had mn i increase and 
early in 195) the flow had become a mass S ministration had 
failed to teke the problem intc ocns: ad had m provision for it in 
the Budget, but at the beginning cf June the now Government had preatly enlarged 

i cntres of drne and Istanbul - ch. hi m criginal capacity of 

established new nentres at Tel: @ (?izmir), the overall 
e four centres being now 13,750¢ From the beginning of 195) wtil 
the closing of the Turkish—Bulperian frontier on 7th Uctcber 30,778 immirrants had 
arrived from Bulgaria, together with 2,37] refugees from European UP camps and 
from Greece, nee the recpening of the frontier cn 2nd December 18,993 immigrants 
from Bulenria had arrived (Ankara 11.30, 3.12.50) 


Commmist Broadcast cn Turkish sffairs 


The Commmist redics' prececupation with Turkey's participation in the 
Kerean ecnflict ecntinucd. The Moscow commentator told Turkish listeners that 
the pest year had brought ncthing but misery, hunger an@ tears. It had been 
encther year «f American slavery in which Truman's Turkish lackeys had sent 
thousands of Turkish soldiers to a "@ishonwrable death", and new Gen. Sahap Gurler 
hed gone to Korea to prepare for the dispatch cf reinforcemmts while the Turkish 
Government, besides arranging for the production of more cannon fodder, had 
introcuced a new Badeet to hasten war preparations. Tn the meantime, continued 
Erdem, millicns of Turkish peasants were in desperate need and there were 1,500,000 
unempleyed, The people, however, were steadily becoming aware cf the treason 
committed by the ruling classes in the service of Americ. the peace movement had 
struck ceep rcots and workers, peasants and merchants had Signed the Stockholm 
appeal; the mere fact that the Government had closed down more than progressive 
papers curing the last few months and impriscned huncreds cf patriots revealed 
their fear cf tne peace movemmt. (loscow in Turkish 19.30, 32.12.50) 


Soviet home listeners heard that, under pressure from the American 
Mission in énkara, the Demeratic Party leaders had ordered their lceeal committees 
to stepup the recruitment «f volunteers for the Turkish Brigade and nut t¢ shrink 
from threats end other measures cf compulsion where necessary. But the recruiting 
campaign Was making poor progress and discontent was grcwing even within the ranks 
of the ruling Party (Mescow 20.30, 29.12.50). a later broadcast tc the UK said 
thet 'Zafer's' military correspondent had declared that MacArthur had deliberately 
sacrificed the Turkish Brigade in order tc save American troops (see Summary Part IV, 
Noe 118, p16). (Moscow in English for UK 19.00, 31,12.5¢) 
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UNITED NATIONS OFFICE AT GENEVA Press Release WO/11 
Information Centre 1 February 1951 


WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION fica 
spmuneamma | RK i5g/), 


Emergency Aid for Turkish Refugees from Bulgaria 


At the request of the Turkish Government, the Executive Board unanimously 
decided today to allocate $50,000 worth of medical supplies on an emergency 
basis to prevent epidemics among Turkish refugees from Bulgaria. 


The Turkish Government, in asking WHO's assistance to meet the critical 
situation created by this large-scale emigration, declared that Turkey had 
been requested by Bulgaria to admit within ten to twelve months 250,000 members 
of the Turkish minority living in Bulgaria. About 60,000 immigrants have 
already arrived and about one thousand refugees cross the frontier every day. 
Among them are a very large number of old people, women and children. The 
exodus is taking place in the middle of winter under particularly trying 
conditions, and the lack of drugs and sanitary equipment is greatly impeding 
the efforts of the Turkish health services. 


The request was supported by Dre A» T. Shousha Pasha, Director of the WHO 
Regional Office for the Eastern Mediterranean, who stated that his office 
would also supply technical personnel as needed. The largest item on the 
list of medical supplies drawn up at the request of the Turkish Government is 
DDT, Other supplies which WHO will send include penicillin and other antibiotics 
anti-malarial drugs, sulfas, vitamins, blood plasma, surgical equipment and 
bandages. 
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MINUTES 


BULGARIA = 


. = TURKEY REQUESTS AMERICAN AID IN RESETTLING REFUGEES FROM 


RK isu be 


CANKARA RADIO 17.00) WASHINGTON CANATOLIA AGENCY): TURKEY 4S——— a Se 
NEGOTIATING FOR U.S. AID IN CONNECTION WITH THE TURKISH REFUGEES 
EXPELLED FROM BULGARIA. IN THE LAST FEW MONTHS OVER 100,000 
REFUGEES HAVE ENTERED TURKEY. IT IS FEARED THAT BULGARIA WILL PUT 
INTO EFFECT HER THREAT OF EXPELLING ALL THE 800,000 TURKS LIVING 

IN BULGARIA. ACCORDING TO DIPLOMATS IN WASHINGTON, TURKEY HAS ASKED 
THE U.S.A. FOR AN INCREASE IN MARSHALL AID FOR THE RESETTLEMENT OF 
THE REFUGEES. TURKEY HAS ALSO ASKED FOR THE SENDING OF IXX U.S. 
EXPERTS TO HELP WITH THIS RESETTLEMENT, AND FOR AID AMOUTING TO A 
MAXIMUM OF 25 MILLION DOLLARS. AUTHORITATIVE PERSONALITIES STATE 
THAT THE ECA AND THE STATE DEPARTMENT HAVE GIVEN A FAVOURABLE 


REPLY TO THESE REQUESTS. 


END BBC MONITORING 19.12 26/2 LF. 
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En clair FOREIGN OFFICE AND WHITEHALL DISTRIBUTION 


FROM ATHENS TO FOREIGN OFFICE 


Sir C. Norton 
No. 41 D: 6.9 p.m. 9th March, 1951, 
9th March, 1951. R: 6.30 p.m. 9th March,1951. 


Addressed to Foreign Office telegram No, 41 of 9th 
March 
Repeated for information to Nicosia 
and Saving te Washington 
Ankara. 


Cyprus. 


The Greek press of March 8th reported from Cyprus 
rumours of Angle-Uniteé States discussions on the 
possibility of establishing in Cyprus 30,000 Turkish 
refugees from Bulgaria, There has been considerable 
hestile comment. 


2. Questioned, the Greek Prime Minister said to 
journalists that the Greek Government had no official 
information abeut this prepesal. If such action were 
taken the Greek Government would react vigorously. 


Fereign Office please pass to Washington as my 
Saving telegram 10. 


[Repeated Saving to Washington]. 


Q. 


A 1021/14/51 ¢ BRITISH EMBASSY 
UNCLASSIFIED g ANKARA 


27th Mereh 1951 
KIEV / 13 A, 
ih 


Dear Department, 


You may be interested to know that 
the rumour, reported in Athens telegram 
No.41, that we were thinking of settling 
in Cyprus some Turkish refugees from 
Bulgaria, has aroused very little interest 
in Turkey. 


As far as we know, this rumour was 
reported in one Turkish paper only; and 
the commentator merely thanked His Majesty's 
Government for their kind thoughts. We 
do not think that the Turks have taken 
the rumour seriously and we have heard 
no more of it. 


We are sending copies of this letter 
to Athens and Nicosia. 


Yours ever, 


4 : eS 


Southern Department, 
Foreign Office, 
London §.W.1. 
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When this telegram was received it was found 
7 that the story had already been denied by the 
(Action (Index) correspondent of "Wima" three days previously. 
— \ |The report reappeared however in "Le Monde", 
5 apparently in the form of a report from a visiting 
correspondent sent from Athens by airmail, 


Jeeta, He 

4 | further denial was issued and I think carried by 
Reuters. I am told that the first recorded 

appearance of this story was in the So 


newspaper "Cumhuryet". 
Next Paper Vil elrs UY ii bun 


28thaMerch, 1951. (Peter fm, 


; fof We 


MOTHING TO BE WRITTEN ON TH 


appearance of this story was in the 
newspaper "Cunhuryet", 


28th March, 1951. (peter Matthews) 
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FROM ATHENS TO FOREIGN OFFICE Ruisaili¢ 


Sir C. Norton 
No. 42 D. 6,20 p.m. 9th March, 1951. 
9th March, 1951. R. 6.38 p.m. 9th Mareh, 1951. 


CONFIDENTIAL 


Addressed to Foreign Office telegram No. 42 of 9th 
March. 


Repeated for information to Nicosia, 
and Saving to Washington, ) 
Ankara, | K\ Zr 


My immediately preceding telegran. 


If this information is incorrect, I suggest it be 
officially denied in Cyprus or London. 


Foreign Office please pass to Washington as my Saving 
telegram No, 11. 


[Repeated Saving to Washington. ] 


INWARD TELEGRAM. 


TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR THE COLONIES 


Rk sain 
a 


Cypher (0,T.P.) 


FROM CYPRUS (Sir A. Wright) 


p. llth March, 1951. ‘ 
R. lith 1 " 16255 bres 


IMMEDIATE 
wo. 87 Confidential. 


Addressed to §. of S. 
Repeated " ambassador Athens No. 5l. 


Athens! telegram No. 42 to Foreign Office. 


Greek prime Minister's statement about Bulgarian 
refugees suggests that Greek Government has the right to 
interfere in Cyprus affairs. Coming so soon after his 
statement in Greek Chamber laying Greek claim to Cyprus this 
had disquieting effect here and I request that any denial or 
other statement on the part of H.M. Government that may be 
considered necessary will effectively expose impropriety of 
Greek Government's attitude and repudiate Greek claim to 
interfere. 


Copy sent to;- 


Foreign Office (Southern Dept.) - Mr. Barnes. 


IN THIS MARGIN. 


a 
E 
& 
Es 
Ww 
a 
oO 
FE 
oO 
= 
c 
E 
° 
z 


A&EW.LI. Gp.085 


(s7400) Wt40591/176 125,000 1/49 


Registry a F.0., 
No. R K Ii 5 re] 
(Date) wv 1 & HAR 1954 pea 


Top |Secret. 


Secret. ‘eg ¥ / 


Confidential. 


3 f 
< 
Despatched is ~ 
Resipicted. 


Open. 


Draft. Security Pee | 
—if any 
Telegram to :— 
Addressed 10° ukt PAD 
wutelegramr NO..5s (date) 


See repeated for information to. ..... Newry h Mi 
$5 nt Fok «tte 9B. 07 Mang 


(Date) JA-3%.2.\ Were Caparo ee ee a q? Rea 
Repeat to :— sbi et BN ie 
mM Cure 
£ 


la ie 


En Clair. 
Cie. 
Cypher. 


Distribution }— 


§ m Kun) 


i 
Mie Rah 


A Clair and JEPARTMENTAL DISTRIEUTION 
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FROM FOREIGN OFFICE TO ATHENS 


No. 80. 


March 12th, 1951. D. 5.31.pem. March 12th, 1951. 


Addressed _to Athens telegram No. 80 of March 12th, 


Repeated for information to Nicosia, 
and Saving to Ankara No. 36, and Washington No. 1223. 


Your telegram No. 42 [of March 9th: Turkish refugees and 
Cyprus]. 


Information is incorrect and is teing denied here. 


DISTRIBUTED TO:- 
Southern Department 


vy 
%® OUTWARD TELEGRAM t \W . 


FROM THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR THE COLONIES 
90215/51 
Cypher (0.T.P.) 


argarfi4 B. 
TO CYPRUS (Sir A. Wright) = 


Sent 14th March, 1951. 16.00 hrs. 


No. 132 Confidential 


Addressed to Governor Cyprus. 
Repeated to Ambassador Athens (via Foreign Office). 


Reigarliwa 
Your telegram No. 87 repeated to Athens as 
No. 51. 


Bulgarians, 


Denial of rumour was issued as a matter of 
routine by Foreign Office News Branch and there was 
thus no opportunity of taking action you suggest, 

It was considered generally best here to treat rumour 
as trivial and sbsurd, 


(Copies to Foreign Office for repetition to 
Athens), 


Copies sent to :- 
Foreign Office (Southern Dept.) - Mr. Barnes. 
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BRITISH EMBASSY, 
ANKARA. 


: 17th May, 1951. 
No, 115 —~ 


lege. Ram] 
=r. LIRA ze, 


Sir, 


With reffrence to Sir Noel Charles's 
despatch No. 31/of the 29th January 1951, I have the 
honour to inform you that oh the 9th May the Turkish 
Minister of Agriculture gave the Assembly further 
details of the reception and resettlement of the 
Turkish emigrants from Bulgaria. 


2. The Minister said that between the Ist January 
1950 and the 17th April 1951, 113,361 immigrants had 
arrived in Turkey from Bulgaria: of these 46,3% were 
under 16 years of age, 30.8% were between 16 and 45, 
and 22.9% were over 45, whilst 53.4% were male and 
46.6% female, These figures reveal the high propor- 
tion of children, In January this year the Turkish 
authorities expected 58,000 more immigrants to arrive 
between that date and the end of ch (see para. 2 of 
the Ambassador's despatch under reference), and 
according to the Minister's figures almost 60,000 did 
in fact arrive between the 10th January and the 17th 
April 1951, at a rate of about 600 a day. The 
recent allegations in the Turkish press that the 
Bulgarians had been holding up the emigrants until 
after the harvest were therefore unfounded, or at any 
Tate exaggerated, 


3's The Minister estimated that on the lst January 
1950 there were 550,000 Turks and 300,000 Pomaks 
(Giloslem Slavs) in Bulgaria. During 1950 and 1951 
nearly half the Turks would have returned to Turkey, 
since 100,000 further immigrants were expected by the 
end of the year. 


4. The funds available for the maintenance and 
resettlement of the immigrants are now estimated at 
about T.L. 40 millions, made up as follows :- 


Counterpart funds released by ECA - TL30,000,000 
Gifts to the Society to Assist the 

Bulgarian Refugees - TL8,700,000 
Proceeds of a State Lottery - Se ee 
Subsetiptions received from abroad - TL. 37,000 


One deputy told the Minister that this sum was not 
nearly eneugh for the resettlement of all the immigrants 
who are expected to reach Turkey by the end of 1951: 

and you will see from para 10 of the Ambassador's 
despatch under reference that the lowest estimate of the 
eost of resettlement is T.L. 100 millions. Moreover 
some of the funds listed above are already being used 
for temporary maintenance. No further sources of funds 


/.. have been suggested 


The Right Honourable _ 
Herbert Mornin M.P., 
tees, ete., etc, 
* » Forelen Office, 


London, $.", 1. 


have been suggested, and it looks as if the Turkish 
Government may have given up the idea of getting sub- 
stantial help from abroad, at any rate for the present. 


Ne The Minister of Agriculture was not very 
explicit about plans for the final resetitlement of the 
immigrants. He said that the Government had studied 
the implications of the problem and were aware that a 
large programme must be worked out; they intended to 
ereate a Ministry of Immigration to undertake the task. 
They would organise between 60 and 70 new villages in 
Central Anatolia, and elsewhere the immigrants would be 
settled in existing villages. Fach family would be 
given from 8 to 160 donums of land according to the 
number of its members and the nature of the land. (A 
donum is approximately 940 square meters). 


ere ’ The Minister's statement makes it clear that 
many difficulties have still to be resolved. Provided, 
however, that the financial problem can be overcome and 
that these refugees can be settled and assimilated, the 
immigrants should be a useful addition to Turkey's 
population. 

he I am sending copies of this despatch to His 
Majesty's Minister in Sofia and to the head of the 
British Middle East Office. 


I have the honour to be, 
with the highest respect, 


David Scott Fox. 
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File : 4/112.. Major 2. Greenhalrch, DFC, TD, Rhe» 
British Tmbassy, 
Istanbul. 


13 July, 1951. 


The Yar Office (MIe3) - (5 conies ) 


Special Report : Repatriation of Turks from Pulgaria. 


1. The repatriation of ethnic Turks from Pulgaria has been mch 

publicised in recent months by certain newspapers and periodicals. 

The reasons advanced for the renatriation are cenerally as follows :- 
1. To disrupt the Turtish econony. 


Generel haras 
To rid Bulgaria of violent anti-co 
To infiltrate Turkey with Communist arents. 


5. To make room for’ Russians in Bulgaria. 
These reasons are likely to be misleading if the background of the 
problem is not examined with s 


ome cares 

2. According to available ficures, i ‘ ¢ were 690,000 
ethnic Turks in Bulgaria. me mist r this Turkish 
minority forms avery close !mit and clann groun scattered 
throughout the entire country, clinging to their own religion, 
customs, and languace and m aining their own schools. Until 
1946, this mincrity was mre or less allowed to live as they desired 
and have never been really assimilatcd as Bulgar nationals. 


Se The Communist govemnent found that nenetration of this 
group was extremely difficult and that the people had no desire to 
accept the practicel asnects of Cormunisn. Neither hac the proup 
any firm political convictions other than those which might be 
attributed to their Moslem faith . This minority forms a sober, 
industrious end hard-working group of peasant farmers who have 
never caused disorder and who are of the type which should be 
highly desired by any agricultural country. 


4. Yhen the collectivisation programme was innovated by the 
Communists, they found that the Turkish communities resisted this 
move - perhaps mere strongly than any other sections or villages 
within the country. 4s the government could not allow this one 
group to maintain their lands privately, they were faced with the 
problem of forced collectivisation ,nd the possible consequent 
accusation of persecution of minoritics xr of ridding themselves 
of a major portion of this dissident group. 


5e It is our firm belief that the Cormmnist regime sincerely 
reprets the loss of this manpower te the country and is using the 
1925 Repatriation Agreement with Turley only as a lever to rid 
themselves of the violent objectionists to the collectivisation 
programme. 


SECRET 


5e (contd. ) 


hs far ps we can determine, this repatriation is on a viluntcer 
basis, and although the ethnic Turks arc harassed, they are 
molested no more than the ethnic PBulgers. After the bulk 
repatriation has been accomplished, the Bulsars are in a nerfoct 
position to state that there is no Turkish minority in the country 
and that those remaining have chosen to be true Pulgarians. 

These may then be split and ylaced int» Pulrarian villages where 
they can be forced to abide by Communist doctrine. 


Go We do not feel that the Pulears have any creat fear of 
this group as en important "fifth ool nm" a, of them would 
have been quite willing to live uncer the Con ists - providing 
they had been left alone and allowed acricultural and religous 
freed>me 


Te @he fear that masses of Bulgar acents would be infiltrated 

wth this croup has proven lerre ly unfounéed since repatriation is by 
villace group and obviously each one Imovs the other extrenely 

well . It has therefore been virtuel impossible for any 

great number of Communist agents to he infiltrated vi thout their 
being uncovered immediately by others in the repatriation group. 

It is understood that about 75 agents have been uncovered to date, 
and it is estimated that only about 15 or 2n have escaped detection. 


8. The original Bulgerien demand was for the Turks to accept 
250,000 of these aoaaninGae - less n one half of the ninority 
population. No one seems to !mow j how this figure was arrived 
at, but the Bulgars stated that they intended issuing this number 
of Dassports. The Turks agreed orally, after some negotiation, 
to accept 850 persons a day witil th supnosed 259,000 were 
repatriated. 4s can be seen from the ficures included in a 

later paragraph, this dd ly rate } never been reached, but 
Turkish officials are = at the moment, at least - apparently 

still willing to accept such a rate of flov. No known discuss=- 
dons have been carried on in regar’ to the remaining 350,900 
ethnic Turks and we have no information as to whether the Bulgars 
will continue to receive passport applications after the original 
firure has been reached nor, on the ther hand, whether the Turks 
will accept any more than the .ricinal nunber, It is our feeling, 
however, that the Turkish cowernment will accent as many as the 
Bulgarians wish to repatraite. The Bulears on the other hand, 

as stated above, will possible restrict the issue of more passports 
and they are,.even at the moment, engared in a propaganda campaign 
to discourage these Turks from returning to Turkeye 


9. It is foolish to assume that the influx .f these repatriates 
will disrupt the Turkish econxmy, although some such statements 
here might be Turkish inspired, These statements can be 
attributed to the propaganda effect for more U.S. ald. The 
Turks are firmly convinced that these repatriates will more than 
pull their own weight in the space of a yenr or two. 


lon. The repatriation fircurcs to date are included as a matter 
of general interest. 


° Total repatriation 1949 1,500 
Total repatriation 1950 45,346 


S_ECRE Te 
<5. “Sm. 
Repatriation 1951 :- 
Jamary 21,374 
February 20,237 
March 3,801 
4pril 16,250 
May 8,101 
June 6,620 


Total repatriation to date - 139,229. 
ore eee 


ll. The repatriatirzn officials expected about 29,900 a month 
for April, May and June, but as may be seen fron the above, the 
actual fipurcs were considerably lover than the original estimate. 
This is attributed in met quarters to the fact that the Yul gars 
desired the manpower for use in carly harscating of crops and have 
consequently delayed the issue of visas. 


12. inother group which may ficure in this problem are the 
2en,ann Pomaks 1.c. ethnic Bulrars of ‘foslen faith, who still 
resice in the country. Altieuch nething was mentioned in the 
ori-inal repatriation agreement, the Turks have accepted a few of 
these people. 


13. Repatriation officials expect the rate of flow to increase 
congiderably beginning in ducust anc continue at about 800 a day 
until the original 259,990 persons are revatriated. If this 
estimate is correct, the first »rogramme should be finished by 
about 1 January, 1952. If the whole of the Turkish minority is 
to be repatriated then the oricinal target date of Septenber 1952 
mast be set back until say June 1953. 


Wat 
Major, Rele 


The Admiralty, 1.I+D» 

The Air Ministry, ..I.d(e). 

The Director, Joint Intelligence fureau. (2 copies) 
The British iMlitary Attache, jokara. 

The Records %fficer, Rritish Embassy, Istanbul. 
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TURKEY AND BULGARIA 
By MALCOLM BURR 


ARLY in August 1950 the Bulgarian Government gave notice 
E to the Turkish Government that it was about to take a step 
unique in international relations. It was going to expel a 
quarter ofa million of its own subjects, but of Turkish race, into Turkey. 
They were to be admitted in three months. 

Relations between Turks and Bulgars, if correct, have usually been 
strained. There is an incompatibility between the two peoples apart 
from differences in race and religion. The Turks cannot forget that 
for many centuries Bulgaria was an Ottoman province and the 
Bulgars defeated rayahs, nor the Bulgars that the Turks were formerly 
their masters. When the Principality of Bulgaria was created in 
1878—not the Great Bulgaria desired by Russia, but the little 
Bulgaria whittled down by the Berlin Treaty—a large number of 
Turks remained behind, mainly as farmers, on the land where their 
ancestors had lived for generations. Great battles had been fought 
on that land, some won, some lost, and the names of Varna, Nikopol, 
Plevna and the Shipka Pass are graven upon Turkish history. When 
I first visited Bulgaria she had been an independent State only for 
23 years and Turkish influence was still prominent. Everyone, 
except the children, was bilingual, while customs and costumes were 
a reminder that the Turks had left within the memory of most men 
then living. To-day only the Bulgarian speech is heard. 

The antagonism is due not only to these historical causes, but to 
temperament. The historical relations of the Greeks and of the 
Serbs with the Turks are the same, yet the mutual attitude is quite 
different. Greece and Turkey to-day are friends. For the Serbs 
the Turks entertain the feeling of respect of one martial race for 
another. An anecdote may be quoted here that illustrates this fact. 
In 1912 the Bulgars were besieging Edirne, then known in Europe as 
Adrinople, unsuccessfully. They appealed for help to their Serbian 
ilies. These, having defeated the Turkish West Macedonian army 
ht Kumanovo and Bitolj (Monastir), as they marched to the rescue 
mobilized all cattle en route and brought up heavy artillery. On 

rrival, they stampeded the cattle through the barbed wire entangle- 
ments and bombarded the city with their big guns. Before long the 
tarved and battered Turks had no choice but to surrender. A 
Bulgarian colonel and a Serbian officer, Major Gavrilovich, went in 
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to accept the surrender. The Turkish commander, Shukru Pasha 
handed his sword not to the Bulgarian colonel but to the junio 
Serbian officer. He knew which had defeated him. 

The number of Turks who remained in Bulgaria has been estimated 
at about 800,000, out of a total population of Bulgaria of about six 
million. In the eyes of the Bulgars they are aliens in speech, blood 
faith and tradition, and a potential source of danger in the event of 
war. Further, since Bulgaria turned Communist this difference ha 
been aggravated, for the Turkish peasant is at heart strongly anti 
Communist. The mutual dislike has been intensified. 

This dislike is expressed in the state of tension on the frontie 
which has long since become chronic. The only part of the long 
northern Turkish frontier which is not the Black Sea is in the 
hands of what is known as an “autonomous province’’, with| 
about as much independence as the Crimea. There have been a 
series of affairs euphemistically recorded as “‘ incidents”. Frequentl 
individuals and small groups of Turks from Bulgaria have managed 
to make their way across into Turkey and all too often there have 
been shooting affrays. There have been such incidents as the ex- 
plosion of the bomb at the Turkish consulate at Plovdiv and the 
arrest and rough treatment of the Turkish courier at the frontier. 
while from time to time we read in the papers that shepherds and 
farm workers on the frontier have been shot or kidnapped. Thd 
movement of infiltration by Bulgarian Turks dates from the separa 
tion of the country. The immigrants in general have made good i 
their new yet ancestral home. The most distinguished of them wag 
Abdullah Fehmi Effendi, whose son has won fame as the firs 
Democrat President of the Republic of Turkey. 

The Communist régime, by its antagonism to the Turkish yeoma 
and by its whole policy, has made life unendurable for the residen 
Turks and the volume of immigration was intensified. By the end 
of June 1950 it was officially estimated that in the first six months o 
the year no less than 11,000 Turkish refugees had crossed the frontier: 
It had become necessary to organize their reception upon a grand 
scale. The Vali of Istanbul formed a society to help Turkis 
refugees. On June 17 a deputy in the National Assembly, Dr: 
Zeki Erataman, tabled a motion asking the Government’s intention 
with regard to the 100,000 applications for entrance visas received a 
the Turkish consulates in Bulgaria. The matter was taken up by thg 
press and articles appeared criticizing what was described as officia 
inactivity, urging that energetic steps be taken to provide adequat 
settlement for 17,000 families, which were suffering ruthless oppre: 
sion at the hands of the Communist Government in Sofia. A grou 
of 20 refugees said that the Bulgars, alarmed at the growth of th! 
movement, were trying to discourage it by spreading stories of t 
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hardship and suffering awaiting the immigrants in Turkey. When the 
Bulgarian Minister in Ankara, M. Chobanoff, suddenly left for Sofia 
early in August and returned in a fortnight, public anxiety associated 
this move with the question and in the National Assembly the 
Ministers of Agriculture and of Health agreed to afford shelter to 
groups of from ten to fifteen thousand at a time. 

A few days later the Bulgarian Government handed the Turkish 
Chargé d’Affaires in Sofia a note requesting that all Turkish residents 
in Bulgaria who wished to leave the country should be evacuated 
within three months. The Ankara Government set to work at once 
to take steps for the reception of this vast influx. It was estimated 
that the cost would be in the neighbourhood of a hundred million 
liras. The news provoked resentful comment ; how was it possible 
to receive and settle immigrants at the rate of 20,000 a week ?_ And 
what about the remaining half million or so Turks left in Bulgaria ? 

The motives of the Bulgarian Government were clear. In the 
first place they wished to get rid of a large population out of sympathy 
and actually hostile to them. Also, this would facilitate the nominal 
purchase but virtual confiscation of the property left behind, usually 
small farms. In the third place an opportunity would be given for 
the infiltration into Turkey of Communist agents and potential fifth 
columnists. Fourthly, the Turkish Government would be em- 
barrassed with such a mass of humanity on the approach of winter 
and, fifthly, there would be a fresh weapon for anti-Turkish propa- 
ganda stories of the hardship and suffering of the dispossessed 
families and their difficulties in settling down in their new homes. 

A Turkish press agency reported that the Bulgarian Government 
had launched a campaign of terror against the Turkish minority and 
issued secret instructions that no Bulgar was to buy anything from a 
Turk or in any way to facilitate Turkish departures. A few days 
later the Turkish newspapers published the contents of the Bulgarian 
note, which stated that the Sofia Government had told all departments 
that Turks who wished to immigrate into Turkey were to be granted 
passports. These instructions had in fact been issued shortly after 
the end of the war and were in keeping with the Turco-Bulgarian 
agreement of 1925 providing for facilities for mutual immigration. 
The note said that investigation had revealed that there were a quarter 
of a million Turks eager to migrate and that over 54,000 had already 
received their passports. The note further alleged that the Turkish 
Government, in order to excite hostility against the Bulgarian, had 
exploited official documents relating to the position of Turks desirous 
of immigrating and claimed that for the past two years the Turkish 
officials in Bulgaria had made endless efforts to provoke the Turkish 
minority against the Bulgarian Government and had done their utmost 
to discourage immigration, having granted only 16,000 visas. After 
Bi 
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further allegations of Turkish official provocation, the Bulgarian 
Minister of Foreign Affairs had been instructed to comply with the 
request for passports of most of the Turkish minority in Bulgaria. 

The Turkish reply flatly denied all the allegations and recalled the 
convention of reciprocal immigration concluded many years 
previously, emphasizing that the two contracting parties had agreed 
to put no obstacles in the way of voluntary migration on either side. 
It offered to provide an amicable setttlement for the 250,000, but 
if that proved impossible the Turkish Government would appeal to 
international institutions. The reply added in vigorous terms that the 
Bulgarian behaviour was a violation of all human rights and pro- 
tested energetically against the discourteous language employed. 

Meanwhile newcomers into Turkey brought stories of rough treat- 
ment by Bulgarian officials. Most were in a pitiable condition, many 
barefoot. They alleged that they were given but short notice to quit 
and forced to abandon their belongings. Their homes had been 
ransacked by Bulgarian officials before they left. By September they 
were coming in at the rate of 150 or morea day. Then suddenly the 
Bulgars stopped the Simplon Express, They told Bulgarian and 
Russian passengers that they could continue their journey by 
omnibus, but all others were sent back to Turkey. At that time the 
Ankara authorities had received over 100,000 offers from Turkish 
families to accommodate their own relatives among the immigrants 
and The Red Crescent had found another 1,500 beds. 

The stopping of the Simplon train lifted the matter into the sphere 
of international interest. The Turks then found 150 |Gipsies without 
visas to whom they refused admittance. By mid-September the 
Turks had no less than 700 such Gipsies under surveillance and 
accommodated apart. By this time the United States authorities 
were interested and sent a consular commission to investigate. An 
episode typical of frontier conditions occurred on September 18, 
when five Bulgarian labourers tried to take advantage of the oppor- 
tunity to seek refuge in Turkey from their own people. Two were 
shot by their own frontier guards, but three escaped across and were 
given asylum by the Turks. At the same time the Greek frontier 
officials accepted a group of 79 visa-less Gipsies to hand back to 
the Bulgars. By this time 160,000 visas had been issued ; 25,000 
of the immigrants arrived, and another 24,000 were waiting, 

The world was now taking notice of the scandal. The Turkish 
delegate to the United Nations supported the Australian complaint f 
that the satellite States were depriving their minorities of their rights. 

An incident occurred in September when it was found that in a 
batch of 600 immigrants no less than a hundred had neither passport 
nor visa. This was a direct violation of the protocol, so the Turks 
ordered the closing of the frontier. Sofia’s reply was to broadcast a 
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demand that immigration continue into Turkey unconditionally. 
Shortly after it was found that there were still no less than 450 without 
visas, who were rejected. By October the three months were nearly 
up and only 30,000 had arrived. Reports from Sofia said that the 
Bulgarian Government had informed 50,000 prosperous Turks that 
they must leave the country within a few days. 

The Turkish Minister of Foreign Affairs, Professor Fuat K6priilii, 
announced that the frontier had been closed in order to exclude 
people without passports or visas and that those who tried to intro- 
duce non-Turks into Turkey must be made to realize that they could 
notdo so. The closing of the frontier and failure of the attempt at mass 
infiltration irritated the Sofia Government, which broke out into their 
customary rudeness in a personal attack upon the Turkish Prime 
Minister. ‘‘ While men like Menderes are being entertained at night 
clubs in Istanbul and Europe,” they cried, ‘‘ the Turks have wilfully 
neglected their brethen in Bulgaria, who have sold all their property 
and are still awaiting their visas into Turkey.” As to selling their 
property, the immigrants are full of complaints that they were forced 
to sell and in many cases under such pressure and haste that they 
made huge losses. 

On October 17 the Turkish Government reminded the Bulgars 
again of the protocol of 1925, which the Bulgarian Government had 
violated, while they had left all demand for discussion unanswered. 
The Turkish information was that the Bulgars were constantly pressing 
the Turkish minority to leave and many Turkish villages had been 
forcibly evacuated. The Turks, left homeless, were subject to the 
most arbitrary treatment on the part of the Bulgarian authorities. 
It reminded the Sofia Government that the exchange with Greece, 
which had been carried out in a friendly spirit, had taken seven years, 
yet Sofia now wanted a mass delivery rushed through in three months. 
The reply denied Bulgarian allegations of lack of interest and stated 
that visas had been refused by them where investigation had revealed 
that the applicants were in touch with the Bulgarian police. In 
September alone Turkish consulates had issued 37,848 visas. It 
repeated that the frontier had been closed solely to exclude visa-less 
Gipsies. Finally, unless the matter were cleared satisfactorily the 
Turkish Government would soon bring the matter before the inter- 
national organizations. 

By now deplorable accounts were reaching Turkey of the situation 
of those waiting at Svilengrad on the Bulgarian side. The weather 
had deteriorated and poor wretches of both sexes and all ages were left 
in unprotected camps, often without cover. The Bulgars had taken 
away their ration cards and there were thousands without the most 
elementary necessities. Famine and disease had broken out and at 
least 400 had died. The Bulgars retorted that all Turkish consulates 
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were dens of spies and would be closed down. Almost daily there 
were shooting incidents on the frontier. 

On October 19 Paris Radio broadcast an account of the situation, 
which it described as tense and likely to lead to trouble and later it 
was reported, also from Paris, that the Turkish Minister of Foreign 
Affairs had proposed to the Committee of Foreign Ministers of the 
Council of Europe that the matter of the mass expulsion should be 
placed upon the agenda. This was agreed and the Council approved 
the Turkish protest describing the expulsion as unjustifiable. 

In November the Turkish Government announced that it would 
reopen the frontier, but close it again at once if the Bulgars continued 
to send more Gipsies across. It was estimated that there were then 
some 15,000 immigrants waiting with visas, who would be admitted 
at once. At the same time correspondents in Edirne reported that 
they had heard from immigrants that the Bulgarian police were ill- 
treating and even torturing Turks. Well-to-do families were sent 
to concentration camps, the most dreaded of which was at Nojarovo. 
Turks who refused to sell their property were threatened with deten- 
tion in such camps until they yielded. 

The first train that crossed the frontier, on November 3, took back 
360 Gipsies and brought over 162 immigrants. Within an hour 
they had receive shelter and hot food. They reported that there 
were still 4,700 waiting at Svilengrad. By the second week in 
November the Bulgars showed signs of humanity and concluded an 
agreement by which the immigrants should come in groups. They 
abandoned the idea of forcing across a quarter of a million and agreed 
that only 80,000 should be sent in 1951, the remainder in following 
years. (On the 6th a Turkish shepherd had been shot by Bulgarian 
patrols when feeding his flocks near the frontier.) 

On November 22 the President of Turkey, Jelal Bayar, took the 
chair at a meeting of the association for aiding immigrants. He 
pointed out that these victims of an evil policy were a matter of 
concern to the whole world. The immigrants were mostly farmers, 
foresters and horse breeders, who would be a valuable element in the 
population. He pointed out that some of the State-owned farms 
were a liability rather than an asset and the immigrants would be 
distributed over them. “ We are performing a historical feat,” he 
concluded, “‘ and these immigrants will play an important part in the 
recovery of our nation.” The President was no doubt thinking of 
his own origin. 

By the turn of the year the total number received amounted to 
51,000. The problem of their settlement had become so pressing 
that Turkey had asked for 30 million dollars under the Marshall Plan. 
(On arrival the immigrants are subject to meticulous medical examina- 
tion, and food and accommodation are provided for them near the 
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frontier.) Public sentiment was now deeply stirred and voluntary 
help came flowing in. The President of the National Assembly 
broadcast an appeal for support, which the Central Bank opened with 
£T100,000. The newspaper Hiirrivet was the first private subscriber 
with £T10,000. The Ottoman Bank gave £T500,000 and an Istanbul 
merchant and his wife contributed a property of over 600,000 square 
metres for the benefit of the fund. The Iran Lion and Sun Organiza- 
tion gave £500 sterling and the Turkish Chamber of Commerce 
announced a 100 per cent. increase in its fees, which was calculated 
to bring in £T500,000. A special lottery yielded £T14 million. It 
was reported that well known Turkish writers and Halide Edip Adivar, 
the famous woman novelist, were leaving for a lecture tour in the 
United States on behalf of the immigrants, and a distinguished 
journalist who is an authority on Arab affairs left to tour the Arabic- 
speaking world. 

The immigrants continue to bring stories of the misdeeds of the 
Bulgars, many of which may be discounted, but the insoluble residue 
is bad enough. Those coming in April said that the Bulgars were 
building fortifications along the frontier and sending the people away 
by night so that they should not see the work. Another story was 
that all nursing mothers were ordered to supply ten kilos of milk to 
the authorities or, failing that, 15 of cows’ milk. 

By the turn of the year the initial rash had subsided and the matter 
assumed the form of normal immigration on a large scale. It was 
reported that the International Refugee Organization was sending 
a special mission and that the Assistant Director General, Mr. 
Cohen Meyer, and the English Counsellor Lush, with Dr. Coigny, 
had arrived in Turkey to study the methods for the integration of the 
mass of immigrants into Turkish economy. By May the building of 
30 new villages had begun, each of a hundred houses, on State land. 
The larger houses will have accommodation for ten persons, the 
smaller for six. The immigrants themselves will provide the labour, 
the local authorities the transport. The cost of materials will be 
£T2,500 per house, so the 30 villages will be built for an outlay of 
£T74 million. 

On May 9 the Turkish delegate to the World Association of Health, 
Dr. Nail Karabuda, in thanking the Organization for its assistance, 
was able to report that his Government was now able to cope with the 
situation and therefore happy not to call upon the 35,000 dollars 
which had been granted. Thus an affair which carried the germs of a 
dangerous crisis has been toned down in a way that reflects great 
credit upon the Turkish Government. 


(Dr. Malcolm Burr writes from Istanbul where he lives.) 


THE PORTENT OF YUGOSLAVIA 
By K. ZILLIACUS 


HREE years after her break with the Soviet Union Yugoslavia 
‘5 is showing the world that a Communist régime is evolving 
from a revolutionary dictatorship into a democratic socialist 
society. The leaders in this process of transformation are re-thinking 
the Marxist social analysis, enriched by the experience of the Russian 
and East European revolutions, on bold and original lines, and are 
applying it to the needs of their own country, with startling results. 
At the same time they are discussing and dissecting Soviet society and 
the Soviet system with a knowledge and insight the west cannot hope 
to rival and from a Marxist-Leninist standpoint that makes their 
critique deadly to Soviet and Cominform adherents. 

Marxism, said Marshal Tito once, is nine-tenths practice and ten 
per cent. theory. In one sense the changes in Yugoslavia since the 
break with the Soviet Union have been dictated by necessity. In 
another, they are inspired by courage, common sense and patriotism, 
not doctrine. But the significance to the rest of the world of the 
Yugoslav reaction to necessity and the human qualities of the 
Yugoslav leaders has been greatly enhanced by the fact that they are 
convinced, life-long, highly-trained Communists and that Yugoslavia 
was regarded by the Kremlin before the break as the staunchest and 
most thorough-going of all the ‘‘ people’s democracies ”’. 

At first the breach with the Soviet Union and the Cominform 
States was regarded as due to a misunderstanding, which would be 
cleared up when the Soviet leaders discovered that in fact Yugo- 
slavia was neither joining the western bloc nor ceasing to build 
Socialism according to Marxist-Leninist principles. At that time 
the Yugoslavs felt their isolation keenly—their fear and suspicion 
of the western powers was unabated and they kept hoping against 
hope for reconciliation with their former Socialist allies. 

When the Soviet Government followed up the breach with the 
Cominform on the party level, by using the power of the Soviet State 
to tear up treaties, break off economic relations and all but completely 
sever diplomatic relations with Yugoslavia, and compelled the 
Cominform States to follow suit, the conflict entered a new phase. 
To-day the Yugoslav Government Party and public opinion are 
convinced of the inveterate hostility to them of the present régime in 
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FROM SOFIA TO FOREIGN OFFICE SS 


Mr. Carvell 
No. 190 D. 6.40 p.m. 7th November, 1951. 
7th November, 1951. R. 8.11 pem. 7th November, 1951. 


SECRET. 


Addressed to M.I.3. (b) War Office 
Repeated for information to: Britmilatt Ankara, Britmilatt 
Istanbul (for Major Greenhalgh), and Foreign Office (for Southern 
Department). 


From Military Attaché Sofia. 
MA38 7th November. 


Owing to infiltration of 125 gipsies of alleged Turkish 
nationality with faked visas from Bulgaria, the Turkish 
Chargé d'Affaires here today told me that the frontier would be 
closed unless Bulgaria accepts return of the gipsies within 
48 hours. 


Foreign Office pass Ankara and Istanbul as my telegrams 
3 and 8, 


[Repeated Ankara and Istanbul] 
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Cypher/OTP WAR OFFICE DISTRIBUTION 


FROM ANKARA TO FOREIGN OFFICE 
Sir N. Charles. 


No. 504 D. 10.49 a.m. 10th November, 1951 
10th November, 1951 R. 11.22 aem. 10th November, 1951 


CONFIDENTIAL 


Addressed to War Office for MI2 and M13. 
Repeated for information to GSI GHQ Middle Hast Land Forces. 


MA/3/14/193 from Military Attaché, Ankara. 


Turkish Bulgarian frontier was clesed by the Turks at 
1300 hours 8th Nevember. Reason Turkish ebjection toe 
Bulgarian attempt to include among refugees 250 gypsies with 
false passperts. 


Greenhalgh went te Edirne 9th November and will repert 
fully later. 101100B. 


War Office please pass Mid Last. 


hw Caplan | Siu: p. ts 


GLASGOW HERALD. 
_ dW: 
Ps ne my N 


TURKEY'S | REFUGEES _ 
FROM BULGARIA 


Free Land Relief Measures 


Figures published in the Istanbul press 
indicate that the number of refugees from 
Bulgaria who have arrived in Turkey now 
totals more than 150,000 men, womén, and 
children, and new arrivals average about ° 
400 per day. They are some of the 250,000 
Bulgarians of Turkish descent being 
expelled by the Bulgarian Communist 
Government. 

Relief work, which is being carried out 
on a large scale, continues to aid these 
victims of persecution. Domestic. con- 
tributions to the Refugeee Fund include 
over £1,100,000 in cash, as well as cloth- 

} ing, blankets, food, fuel, and medicinal 
supplies. Free grants of land, supple- 
mented by seeds, tools, and machinery, 
are helping in the resettlement and 
rehabilitation of these refugees, the 
majority of whom are farmers. 
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12th November, 1951 R. 16th November, 1951 


Addressed_to Foreign Office telegram No. 66 Saving of 


12th November 
Repeated for information to Sofia Saving 


Turkish-Bulgarian frontier was closed on November 8th 
after the Bulgarian authorities had refused to take back 
some Bulgarian gipsies who had crossed the frontier with 
forged Turkish visas, 


DISTRIBUTED TO: 
Southern Department 
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by Confidential Bag 


From Ankara to Foreign office. 


Sir Noel charles | Sug la- 
Oo. 66 Saving I 


Dated: 12th November, 1951. “icy all cq] 


ddressed to Yoreicn Office telegram 
No. 66 Saving of the 12th November, 19651, 
repeated for information to Sofia Saving 
no. 27. 


Turkish-Bulgarian frontier was closed 
on November Sth after the Bulgsrian 
authorities head refused to take back some 
sulgarian gipeies who hed crossed the 
frontier with forged Turkish visas. 
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With reference to Sir Noel Charles' despatch No.338 
(1055/74/50) of the 18th December 1950 about the re-opening 
of the Turkish-Bulgarian fronti I have the honour to 
report that t Was again closed to all traffic on 
the 7th November 1° 


2. My Turkist league informs me that the reason for this 
action is the refusal of the Bulgarian authorities to take 
back 125 gypsies who arrived in Turkey a short while ago from 
Bulgaria with faked Turkish visas. The Bulgarian Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs were warned that if these gypsies were not 
re-admitted into Bulgaria the frontier would be closed, but 
they refused to accede to the Turkish request, The reasons 
for the closing of the frontier at th sent time are very 
similar to those which led to its closing at about the saine 


pacrs25|% time last year - see Mr. Mason's despatch No.154 kK \%* 


ye 


55/22/50) of the 28th September 1950 (paragraph 8), No. 16 
heey ee of the 6th October, and No.171 (55/27/50) of the 
165th October. This year, however, the Bulgarian ~ Q\< \€2$ |\4 
authorities, instead of pusaing the gypsies across the 
frontier without visas, Nave apparently provided them with 
faked ones! 


Se The Bulgarian press today publishes a copy of a note 
delivered to the Turkish Chargé d'affaires by the Bulgarian 
Assistant Minister of Foreign affairs on the 14th November, 
a translation of which is enclosed, in which the Bulgarian 
Government protests against the closure of the frontier and 
seeks to make out that this rove was quite unexpected. No 
reference whatever is made to the question of the gypsy 
emigrants. 


By way of general comment, I think it is safe to say 
that the closure of the frontier is more likely to harm 
Bulgaria than Turkey, and that in due course the Bulgarian 
authorities may have to give way to Turkey's request, as 
happened last time. In the meantime the Turkish 
authorities are probably not displeased that the frontier 
should remain closed. My Turkish colleague has more than 
once said he was afraid that the Bulgarian authorities would 
choose the winter months to launch an avalanche of indigent 
emigrants across the frontier in order to embarrass the 
Turkish Government. 


5. I am sending a copy of this despatch to His Majesty's 
Ambassador in Ankara. 


I have the honour to be, 

With the highest respect, 
Sir, 

Your obedient Servant. 


M.Carvell). 


The Right Honourable 


Anthony Eden, M.C.,M.P., 
6te., Gtc., eu. 5 
FOREIGN OFFICE. 


Note handed by the Bulgarian Assistant Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, L. Gerasimov, to the Turkish Chargé 


d'affaires on the 14th November, 1951. 


On the 7th November, for reasons unknown to the Government 
of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, and without any forewarning 
whatsoever, the Turkish authorities stopped all railway traffic 
between the People's Republic of Bulgaria and Turkey. The 

r ation of Turks living in the People's Republic of Bulgaria, 
who are already in possession of regular immigration passports, 
exit visas issued by the Bulgarian authorities, and entry visas 
issued by the Turkish consulates in the People's Republic of 
Bulgaria, has also been stopped The transit of the "Orient 
Express", the transit of passengers and goods, and the emigration 
of about 1,500 Turks who have already arrived at Svilengrad 
station, has been stopped as a result of this completely 
unprovoked and arbitrary action of the Turkish authorities. 


This closure of tne frontier between the People's Republic 
of Bulgaria and Turkey for a second time, the result of a 
unilateral decision by the Turkish authorities similar to that 
taken duri the course of 1950, is in clear violation of 
existing Treaty obligations between the two countries. 


The Government of tiie People's Republic of Bulgaria protests 
most energetically to the Turkish Government about this arbitrary 
act, which shows once again the unwillingness the Turkish 
official authorities to comply with the provisions of the 
Convention .......... between the People's Republic of Bulgaria 
and Turkey and ......... their efforts to sabotage its 
application. G@he newspaper text is here corrupt.7 


The Government of the People's Republic of Bulgaria insists 
that the Turkish Government Should, without delay, take the 
necessary ineasures for the restoration of normal railway traffic 
between the People's Republic of Bulearia and Turkey, as also 
for the unobstructed reception of emigrants who are in possession 
of regular immigration passports and visas. If this is not 
done the Government of the Turkish Republic will be solely 
responsible for the serious consequences Which may result from 
the unilateral action of the Turkish authorities. 
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. Kit, 

With reference to my telegram No.66. Taacing of rR 

the 12th November, I have the honour to inform you 
that the Turkish Government have published an exchange 
of notes between the Bulgerian Government and themselves 
regarding the closing of the frontier between the two 
countries. 


Re The Bulgarien note, dated the 14th November, observes 
thet the Turkish authorities suspended reil traffic 
across the frontier on the 7th November, without warning 
and for reasons unknown. this unprovoked ect had not 
only interrupted normal passenger and freight treffic 
but hed slso held up the emigration to Turkey of 
Bulgarian Turks: it was a violation of the contractual 
obligations between the two countries. The Bulgarian 
Government protested strongly and requested the Turkish 
Government to restore normal traffic, Otherwise they 
would hold the Turkish Government responsible for the 
serious consequences of their high-handed action. 


3. The Turkish Government replied on the 17th November. 
They pointed out that the emigration of Bulgarian Turks, 
who would élwsys find a welcome in Turkey, head been 
going on satisfactorily since the end of 1950. The 
trouble was that the Bulgarian authorities were trying 
to include with the refugees a number of persons of 
non-Turkish origin, especially gypsies, who hed been 
entering Turkey on forged Turkish visas. This hed 
been one of the main reasons for the closing of the 
frontier in the autumn of 1950. It was difficult to 
believe that the Bulgerian authorities did not realise, 
when they issued exit visas to these people, that their 
Turkish visas were forged; and even if they did not, 
they should have teken into considerstion the many 
representations made by the Turkish Government on this 
point. 


4. The Turkish reply then recalls e series of recent 
démarches in which the Turkish Legation in Sofia gave 
details of the falsification of Turkish visas and 
requested the Bulgarian Government to investigste the 
forgeries end take back those persons who had entered 
Turkey illicitly. The Turkish Government, heving 
received no satisfaction from these aémarches, had been 
compelled to close the frontier efter giving twenty 
four hours notice. Their action had therefore not 
been taken without warning, nor was it unprovoked, nor 
were the Bulgarian Government unawere of the reasons 
for it. 


5. The Turkish note repeats that the Turkish Government 
are willing to receive a1] members of the Turkish minority 
in Bulgeria who arrive at the frontier with bona fide 
visas. They reject the Bulgarian protest as unfounded 
and protest in their turn against the Bulgarian Govern- 
ment's leck of good will and violation of international 
law end bilateral agreements. They had been compelied, 
reluctantly, to close the frontier, and they would 


The Right Honourable /-.only 
Anthony Eden, M.C., M.P., 
ete. etc. etc., 
Foreign Office, 
London §.W.1. 


only reopen it when the Bulgarian suthorities egreed to 
take beck those who had arrived in Turkey on forged 
visés and repeated their formal undertaking to ensure 


thst such contraventions of the law would not happen 


6. In deciding to close the frontier, the 
Government ubtless remembered that similar 

lesired c ions from the y 
Governt tch WV of the 5th December 
1950). 


Ne n sending 4 
Majesty's ster in Sofia. 


I have the honour to be, 
with the highest respect, 


sir, 


Your obedient Servant, 
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| Edirne Intelligence Centre, 


Le (5 _~ Turkey» 
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The Director of Military Intelligence, 
The War Office, (MeIe3) (5 copies)» 
(MeIel0)- 
The Director, Jyint Intelligence Bureau, Inndons {2 copies). 


Closing of the Turco=Bulgar Frontiers 


1. The closing of the Tures-Bulgar Frontier, which to-k place 
an the morning of 8th November, came as no surprise t> us here 
since the events which led up to it were si ar t> thrse which 
led t> the clasing on 7th October, 1950. 


2. T do not think that the circumstances can better be des 
eribed than in the attached translation from the Turkish newspaper 
Yeni Sabah of 9th November, 1951. 


Se Tt will be remembered that on the last occasion the frontie 
remained closed for almst two mnths (from 7th October to 2nd 
December). If, however, wo assume, as appears not improbable, that 
this closing is the result of premeditated actirn on the part of 
the Bulgars to enable them to say to the Bulgarian Turks that it 
is the Turkish Government wh is not prepared t> accept any mre 
repatriates, then it is t» be supposed that the frontier my never 
open again, at least insofar as we are concerned, This theory 
is mre than supported by the encouragement presently boing given 
to Nagim Hikmet, a report ef these recent speechos at Kordzhali 
will be found at page 317 of the Roview "Pree Bulgaria" pub- 
lished on Octrxber loth, 1951, 


Ae In sther words we believe the Bulgars are seeking Bn end 
to the drain on their manpower caused by the exntinued repatria~ 
tion of ethnic Turkse 
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Copies to:- Major, ReAe 
e Admiralty, NeIeD.», London. 
ae Air Ministry , Retes (e), London. 
GeSe(I)» GeHeQvy MB oLeFe 
HeQe, British/U,S.Forces, G+2/G+S.(I) Section Triestoe (2 erpics )s 
The British Military Attache, Ankar®. 
THe British Military Attache, Athens. (2 erpics ). 
The British Military Attache, Soflae (2 c»pies )e 
The Rocords Officer, British Embassy, Istanbul. (2 crnies )o 


Translation from Turkish newspeper 'yeni sebah! 
9th November, LOSl. re 


We heve ag € garian Frontier. 


statement to our 


Edirne, 8th Novem r,s 
receive back the 126 ¢ 
false passports and wh 
tho Turkish Government has c 
from 10.06 hours today. 
The vali of Edirne, Emin Akin, to whom I applied for infor- 
mation on this subject made the following statement :- 


“pmongst the refugees who heve been arriving during the las* 
few days some tive been furnished with spurious visas and these 
have been detained at raagatch whijetthe Bulgarian gut iti 
have been requested to take them back, Although fiftcen days 
passed since th fronticr contacts were made the Bulgars, who 
given no reply, again despatched twonty families an Syps 
on 20th October, 1951, and these were sent pack to Bulgaria, 

The Bulgars, heaving cx i the passports of tt C 
Svilingrad station maintaincd that they were not false 
the wagons with the refugees back, As we have no contact with the 
Bulgarians on the railway linc the refugees were returned to Greek 
territory. Th passports of the gypsies were examined by a speci- 
alist commission on Greek soil and wore found to be false, 

On the other hand th Ministry of Porcign Affairs summoned 
the Consul at Plovdiv to Edirne and he was shown the passports 
which were said to have becn issucd by him. The Consul, Neeip Sak 
Tanbay, examined each passport and confirmed that both the signa- 
turcs and scals were spurious. 

In accordance with th notification made to the Bulgarians 
that, if they would not receive back the bearers of the spurious 
visas, we would close the frontier as from 10.00 hours on 8th 
November, 1951, we have closed the fronticr. 

Comrmmnications heve accordingly been cut as from today, 
and, as a result, the trains will only go as fer as Dikla on th 
Greek frontier. But postal communication with Bulgaria will con- 
tinue to function." 


In reply to my question the Vali stated that, as long as he 
continued to be the Vali of Edirm, he would follow the question 
of gypsies with false passports closely, He also said thet some 
of the gypsy rofugees who had arrived from Bulgaria in the past 
had escaped back to Bulgaria in groups. 
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the Turkish attitude, and I suspect that political 
considerations, on which ¢ Aicbassador Ankara may be 
able to throw some light, have played a part in bringing 
about the hasty recall of M. Rizan. He mentioned to ire 
that the emigration question was to be raised in the Turkish 
Parliament and that for that reason the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs required his advice, It seems possible that the 
Turkish Government has been taken by surprise by the 
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would continue to allow the Tur h minority to emigrate. 
Bulgarian traditional dislike of the Turks is so intense and 
the Bulgarian Government's efforts last year to force the 
mass-emigration of the Turks left in Bulgaria seemed so 
determined, that it seems possible that the Turkish Legation 
failed to attach sufficient importance to the definite 
indications that the Russians were foreing the Bulgarians to re- 
consider their policy in this matter (see for instance my 
predecessor's despatch No. 453 (10/18/51) of the 16th March 
1951). Moreover it has been clear for some time that the 
progressive industrialization of Bulgaria, coupled with the 
increases in the fighting and security services, has created 

a shortage of man power and that the yovernment can ill 

afford to lose the labour of the Purkish Minority. This 

is certainly another reason for Russian insistence .on a change 
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Turkish help for Turkish refugees from Bulgaria; establishment of a 
relief fund, initiated by large subscriptions from the Ottoman Bank 
and others; closure of Turkish-Bulgarian border because of Bulgarian 
refusal to re-admit gypsies. 1951. MS Refugee Records from the 
General Correspondence Files of the Political Departments of the 
Foreign Office, Record Group 371, 1947-1970 FO 371/95313. The 
National Archives (Kew, United Kingdom). Refugees, Relief, and 
Resettlement, link.gale.com/apps/doc/ITSYNQ111155146/RRRW? 
u=omni&sid=bookmark-RRRW&pg=1. Accessed 19 Apr. 2024. 


